Healthier children SIR,-Healthier Children: Thinking Prevention, the report of a working party appointed by the Council of the Royal College of General Practitioners (17 July, p 224) seems likely to attract much interest and discussion. Among the wide-ranging recommendations and conclusions reached, the report contains several different developmental surveillance schedules. Without intending to trivialise this important report at this early stage, I nevertheless feel some concern that the development screen given prominence in the text (adapted from Eggertsen, Schneeweiss, and Bergman) uses "matches in box" for 41-year-olds. I am reminded of a report in the Pharmaceutical Journall of an inquest on an 18-month-old boy who died after accidentally taking a drug overdose, whose mother claimed her son had been shown how to get a sweet out of a tablet bottle by a health visitor using the Denver developmental screening test.
C R HAINES Paediatric surveillance SIR,-The failure of the GMSC's negotiations to persuade the Review Body to price routine developmental examinations as an item of service has allowed welcome time for further discussion on this topic. There appears to be confusion over what actually constitutes an examination, and reported claims that it is easy to carry out 15 to 20 such examinations in a two and a quarter hour session make us wonder what sort of examination our negotiators had in mind. Our experience over many years and many thousands of routine examinations is that no more than 8-10 are really possible in a session of two and a quarter hours.
More Even more depressing were two items in the job specification issued by the "head hunters" commissioned to search for a new editor for World Medicine. The first reads: "As editor he will be expected to continuously look [sic] for new areas of interest for the readers and work closely with the advertisement manager to exploit possible revenue earning opportunities afforded by such new editorial content." The second item explains that a troika of managing director, advertisement manager, and editor "will be responsible for all aspects of the journal." Such a team, however well intentioned, seems unlikely to take the sort of risks that are central to the tradition that Dr Booth commends. That 
